




 

Multiple regression of ehildhoQd sibling attachment,and
 

aeoaraphic distance on adult tanaible assistance.
 

The third hypothesis was that distance would serve as a
 

moderator in the relationship between childhood sibling
 

attachment and tangible assistance. In order to test this
 

hypothesis, two multiple hierarchical regression analyses
 

were run in which an IPPA variable (trust/ communication or
 

alienation) and distance were entered simultaneously on step
 

1 and the interaction between the IPPA variable and distance
 

were entered simultaneously in step 2 (see Table 3). In the
 

first regression, tangible assistance served as the dependent
 

variable, the trust/communication subscale was the
 

independent variable, geographical distance was the
 

moderator, and interaction term between trust/communication 

and geographic distance was included. Trust/communication 

during childhood was a statistically significant predictor of 

tangible assistance, F (3,46)=27.69, p<.05. However, , ■ ■ 

distance was not a statistically significant predictor of 

tangible assistance and the trust/communication x distance 

interaction was not statistically significant in the 

regression equation as well. The second regression was 

similar except that the alienation subscale served as the 

independent variable. Overall, the model was not significant 

F (3,46)=2.56, p=ns (i.e., alienation, distance, and the 

interaction between the two all were not significant 

predictors of tangible assistance). 
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current levels of emotional support were found whether they� 

lived together, within 99 miles from each other, or over 100� 

miles apart. Again, the reported levels of trust and� 

communication during childhood were the salient qualities in� 

these analyses, while the alienation subscale was not� 

significantly related to emotional support here. In other� 

words, it may be that the positive qualities of childhood� 

sibling attachment actually hold more importance across time� 

and distance than the negative qualities, or perhaps the� 

negative qualities (i.e. , feelings of alienation) are more� 

likely to be reinterpreted as the siblings grow older.� 

Linkages Between Childhood Sibling Attachment and Tangible� 

Assistance� 

Moreover, a significant positive relationship also was 

found between participants' perceptions of the quality of 

their childhood sibling attachments and current tangible n 

assistance they reported receiving from their sibling; 

however, here again it was found that trust and communication 

were the salient qualities of attachment and alienation was 

not significantly associated with the tangible assistance the 

young adult participants reported receiving from their 

sibling. One possible explanation for the insignificant 

correlation between alienation and tangible assistance is 

that fewer participants were available for these analyses 

due to a feature of the tangible assistance scale. That is, 

for the tangible assistance items there was an option for the 

participant to mark on the survey that they didn't need the 

assistance. If they marked this option for half or more of 
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APPENDIX A: QUESTrONNAIRE RESULTS
 

Table 1
 

Means.Standard Deviations.& Ranges For All Study Measures
 

Measures Young Adults Middle-aged Adults
 

M (SD) Range • M (SD) Range 

Trust 3.71 .90 1.30-5.00 3.54 .90'T 1.80-4.90 

Communication 3.43 .93 1.00-5.00 3.21 .84 1.63-5.00 

Alienation 2.57 .63 1.00-4.00 2.67 .70 1.43-3.71 

Emotional Support 2.63 1.16 1.00-5.00 1.76 .63 1.00-3.00 

Tangible Assistancei2.30 1.08 1.00-4.14 1.55 .72 1.00-3.00 

Distahce 293.2 953.6 0-5,000 ml. 332.7 534.9 2.00-2,OOOmi.
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Table 2
 

Pearson Product-Moment Correlations Among Childhood Sibling
 

Attachment Subscales. Social Support, and Geographic Distance
 

Childhood Sibling Attachment
 
Scale Trust/Communication Alienation
 

Emotional Support .61** -.16
 

Tangible Assistance .61** .25
 

Geographic Distance
 

(0-99 mi.) .63** .11
 

(100 or more mi.) .60* .46
 

*p<.05 ***p<.001
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Table 3
 

Predictors of Adult Sibling Tangible Assistance
 

Predictor Adult Sibling Tangible Assistance
 

b SE Beta
 

Step 1
 

GEOGRAPHIC DISTANCE .00 .00 .00
 

TRUST/COMMUNICATION .35 .07
 

Step 2
 

TRUSTX GEOGRAPHIC DISTANCE .00 .00 .04
 

F(3,46)=9.29***
 

r2=.38
 

Adjusted r2=.34
 

***p<.001.
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